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MINUTES

California Postsecondary Education Commission

Meeting of October 16, 2000

Commissioners
present

Commissoner
arrivingafter the
roll call

Commissioners

GuillermoRodriguez, Jr., Chair
AlanS. Arkatov, ViceChair
Carol Chandler

Robert Hanff

Lancelzumi

Kyo*Paul” Jhin
VemaMontoya
RaphPesgueira

Roger Schrimp

Kyhl Smeby
HowardWeinsky

EvonneSeron Schulze

MonicaLozano

absent MédindaG.Wilson

Calltoorder Chair Rodriguez called the October 16, 2000 meeting of the California Postsecondary
Education Commissionto order at 8:15 am. inthe CdiforniaState University, Fresno,
Smittcamp Alumni House, Board of Directors-Whitten Conference Room, 2625 E.

Keats, Fresno, California. Heasked for acal of therall.
Call of theroll  Judy Harder called theroll and all Commissionerswere present, except Lozano and

Wilson.

Approval A mationwasmadeto adopt the minutes of the Commission meeting of August 21, 2000.

of theminutes

It was moved, seconded and approved without dissent to adopt the minutes.

Commentsby
President Welty

Chair Rodriguez thanked California State University, Fresno President John Welty for
hosting the Commission meeting. Heinvited President Welty to spesk.
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President Welty welcomed the Commission to Fresno and thanked them for coming.
He stressed the importance of higher education in the Central Valley, and acknowl-
edged the Commission’ sgoal of promoting access, affordability and accountability.
Among theissues he addressed were thefollowing:

+ Better workforce preparation through higher educationisneeded inthe Centrd Valey;

+ Thereisaneedtoimproveacademic preparation, overd| higher education enrollment,
and increase community collegetransfersintheregion;

+ Hecited thework of the Central Valley Higher Education Consortium;

+ Thereis a need to develop joint-degree programs, and expand graduate and
professional degreeprogramsinthe Central Valey; and

+ Hecited aneed to addressintersegmentaly theregiona educationa needsand provide
innovative opportunitiesfor studentsin the Central Valey.

Report of the  Chair Rodriguez asked Executive Director Warren Fox for hisreport.

ExecutiveDIrector  ry oor Fox also thanked President Welty and his staff for their hospitality. He ac-
knowledgesthat thereisaneed toimprove college-going ratein the Centra Valley.

Director Fox commented on SB 1644, new legidation on the Cal Grant Program re-
cently signed by Governor Davis. Hesaid it wasimportant to the ssudentsof Cdifornia
He said there would be timein the December meeting devoted to discussing student
financid ad.

Director Fox reported on therecently proposed University of Cdiforniaso-called “ dual”
eligibility and admission plan. He handed out asynopsis of the proposal that isnow
under discussion (See Appendix A).

Commissioner Montoyacommented that the new admission proposal would not lower
eligibility, but would help students stay on the path to UC admission. Therewasa
generd discussion about the new proposa including questions about theimpact on com-
munity collegetransfer sudentsand other aspectsof the proposal. Therewill befurther
discussion at the December meeting to which UC President Atkinson hasbeeninvited.
It was al so suggested that the appropriate faculty representativesbeinvited aswell.

Director Fox discussed the Commiss on-administered Eisenhower Professiona Devel-
opment State Grant Program located inthe Centra Vdley. He said the Commission has
administered the Eisenhower Program since 1985, and that it currently hasa$6.5 mil-
lion annually to award grants on acompetitive bas sto improve science and mathematics
and other subjects. Hediscussed ajoint program between the Fresno Unified School
District and CSU Fresno. Itiscalled the Science and Mathematics Pre-service Part-
nership Program aso known asthe SMP 3 program. He asked Commission staff mem-
ber LindaWhite, who coordinatesthe Eisenhower Program, to make a presentation.

Ms. White said CSU Fresno had anumber of successful Eisenhower projectsand other
related science and mathemati cs undertakings. Sheintroduced JamesMarshdl, aCSU
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Fresno science professor and co-director of thelocal Eisenhower project, and Jerry
Valadez, science coordinator for the Fresno Unified School District.

Mr. Marshall reviewed the SMP 3 project. Among the highlights of the presentation
wasthefollowing:

¢ CSU Fresnoiscommitted to improving the quality and quantity of teachersinthe
Centrd Vdley and throughout Cdifornia;

+ TheSMP 3 Programisdesgned toimprovethe mathemati cs and science component
of thelibera studiesdegree program at CSU Fresno;

¢ Teachingisthecareer god of most liberd study students

+ Thereguirement for mathematics and sciencefor studentsin thismgor hasgrown
from nineto aminimum of 22 units;

+ Thecampus participated with CTC in creating afully approved blended program for
teachers,

+ Therehasbeen aten-fold increase over thelast three yearsin the number of libera
arts studentswho concentrate in mathematics and science as part of their teacher
traning; and

+ Theprogram has established counseling servicesfor liberal art studentswho are
concentrating in mathematicsand science.

Mr. Vdadez said there hasbeen along standing rel ationship between the Fresno Uni-
fied District and CSU. The SMP 3 program now makes university mathematics and
science course work available at timeswhen K -6 teachers are better ableto partici-
pate. He said 50 to 60 K-6 teachers now serve as mentorsfor undergraduate students
who are getting early induction classroom experience. SMP 3 students have good
employment prospectswithinthedistrict. Hereported that the participationin district
activitiesby CSU Fresno hasmoved frominformality to formal and full participation.

Therewasagenerd discuss on about the specific SVIP 3 mathemati csand science course
requirementsfor CSU Fresno teacher candidates, and the prospect for disseminating
the program to other partsof the state. Therewill be aconferenceto discussthistopic
with the CSU systemin May 2001.

Report of the
Statutory Advisory
Committee

Chair Rodriguez caled upon Statutory Advisory Committee Chair Christopher Caba don
for hisreport.

Mr. Cabaldon said the committee had met on October 10, 2000 and had extensive
discussion about severa of the agendaitems, particularly the academic program item.
Therewasan extens ve discuss on about the UC dua admission proposa. Hesaid the
community collegesarevery supportiveof thisproposd. It isviewed asastep forward
to reducing uncertainty and risk in thetransfer process; onethat will lead to the signifi-
cantimprovementintransfers.

Commission Agenda Item 1, December 11, 2000 / 3



Mr. Cabal don said there were several items about the sectors reported to committee,
including thefollowing:

+ TheUniversity of Cdiforniareported that it will be studying employment and labor
issuesthroughout the Californiaeconomy in apartnership between UCLA and UC
Berkeley;

+ The State Department of Education reported that entering freshmen thisyear will be
thefirst to be required to compl ete the high school exit exam to graduate with a
diploma; and

¢ The Community Collegesreported that the 50-percent law audit, an artifact of the
former association with the K-12 system, will likely be brought to Legislaturein
January. Inthelast 15 years, faculty hasbeen playing alarger rolein governing the
community colleges and that time is not counted toward the 50 percent law
requirement.

Mr. Caba don announced that University of Cdiforniarepresentative, Judith Ellis, along-
timemember and former chair of the statutory committee, would beleaving tofocuson
other responsibilitiesat UC.

Recess

Chair Rodriguez recessed the meeting at 9:29 am. in order to convene the Educational
Policy and Programs Committee.

Reconvene/Recess

Chair Rodriguez reconvened the Commission meeting a 2:34 p.m. Heasked Commis-
sioner Jhinto convenethe Fiscal Policy and Anaysis Committee.

Reconvene

Chair Rodriguez reconvened the mesting at 2:51 p.m. in order to take the report of the
Governmental Relations Committee.

Report of the
Governmental
Relations
Committee

Committee Vice Chair 1zumi reported that the committee had voted to adopt aresolu-
tionin support of theintent of Proposition 39. Heread the resol ution:

The CdiforniaPostsecondary Education Commission, based uponitshistoricin-
terest and analysis of theissues surrounding enrollment and capacity, expressesits
support for theintent of Proposition 39, and instructsits staff to take appropriate
stepsand provide relevant and appropriate dataand information to al interested

parties.
Committee Vice Chair Izumi moved the report for adoption by thefull Commission. It
was seconded. The mation onthefloor passed. Therewasonedissenting vote.

Commission
meeting dates
for 2001-02

Chair Rodriguez discussed theinformation item on proposed Commission meeting dates
for 2001-02. Director Fox commented on the possibility of moving the meetingin
February to the 11" and 12", He also noted that there woul d be the same number of
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meetingsin anannua period, but with no meeting scheduled for an August date. Hesaid
theitem comesback for final approval at the December meeting.

Commissioner Chandler noted that February 12 isLincoln’ sBirthday and, therefore, a
holiday.
Director Fox said staff would recheck the calendar and would present optionsfor the

congderation of the commissionersat the December meeting. He said staff would co-
ordinate with Chair Rodriguez to set the February date.

Report of the  Chair Rodriguez called upon Committee Chair Smeby to report on nominationsfor the
Nominating Commission’s2001 officers.
Committee  ommttee Chair Smeby reported thefollowing nominationswould be brought back for
action at the December meeting:
¢ Commission Chairperson, Alan Arkatov
¢ Commission Vice Chairperson, Carol Chandler
+ Executive Committee Chairperson, Alan Arkatov
+ Executive Committee Vice Chairperson, Carol Chandler
¢ Educational Policy and Programs Committee, Ralph Pesqueira, Chair; Kyo
“Paul” Jhin, ViceChair
+ Fiscal Policy and Analysis Committee, Lance lzumi, Chair, Roger Schrimp, Vice
Chair
+ Governmental Relations Committee, Howard Welinsky, Chair, Evonne Schul ze,
Vice Chair
+ Committee on Education Code Section 66905, Chair, Guillermo Rodriguez, Jr.
+ Nominating Committee, MdindaWilson, Chair, Guillermo Rodriguez, J. and Raph
Pesgueira, Members.
Adjournment  Director Fox thanked President Welty for hosting the meeting.

Having no further busi ness, the Chair Rodriguez adjourned the meeting at 3:00 p.m.
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CALIFORNIA POSTSECONDARY EDUCATION COMMISSION

University of California Admission Proposal Synopsis

University of California President Richard Atkinson announced on September 20 his intention
to begin a focused discussion regarding a proposed change in the University’ s approach to eli-
gibility and admission. The proposal under discussionisinitsinitial stage of development.

The University currently admits the students who rank in the top 12.5 percent of all students
statewide, regardless of high school, through a system based on their high school grades and
SAT scores, so long as they have taken the requisite preparatory curriculum. In addition, the
University guarantees admission to the top four percent of graduates at every high school in
Cdlifornia, provided that they take a college preparatory curriculum. This proposal is designed
to guarantee provisiona admission, at the upper division level, to not only the best students
statewide but also to the top 12.5 percent of students at every high school in the State.

The proposed dua admission plan would require intermediate steps for many of the students.
Those who do not immediately meet the University’s eligibility requirements would be re-
quired to attend a community college first. If they successfully completed a program intended
to prepare them for the University and maintain a minimum grade point average, they would be
guaranteed a place at one of the University of California campuses.

The following points characterize this new proposal:

+ Students who fall between the top 4 percent and the top 12.5 percent of their high
school graduating class, but are not statewide eligible, would be admitted simultane-
ously to a community college and a UC campus.

+ After satisfactorily fulfilling their freshman and sophomore requirements at a commu-
nity college, they would complete their upper division studies at the UC campus to
which they were admitted originaly.

¢ The dua admission plan would not expand the freshman eligibility pool beyond the es-
tablished 12.5 percent Master Plan level.

¢ This path would grant admission to an additional 8.5 percent of top students from each
high school provided they satisfactorily complete a transfer program at a community
college.

¢+ This proposed effort would in effect constitute a dual admission program that is in-
tended to strengthen the University of California's relations with the California Com-
munity Colleges.

+ Itisintended to extend the long-term viability of the Master Plan for Higher Education.

¢+ The proposal isintended to send a signal to students all over the state, from urban and
rural schools, from all ethnic groups and all socio-economic groups, that they have a
clear path to a UC degree.

As currently advanced, the earliest that students will be enrolled under the proposed plan will
be September 2002, but more likely, should the plan be implemented, it will be 2003.
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MINUTES

California Postsecondary Education Commission

Meeting of November 3, 2000

Commissioners
present

Commissoner
arrivingafter the
roll call

Commissioners
absent

GuillermoRodriguez, Jr., Chair
Carol Chandler
Robert Hanff
Lancelzumi

Monical ozano
VemaMontoya
RaphPesgueira
Roger Schrimp
EvonneSeron Schulze
HowardWelinsky
MdindaG.Wilson

AlanS. Arkatov, ViceChair
Kyo*Paul” Jhin

Kyhl Smeby

Calltoorder

Chair Rodriguez cdled the November 3, 2000 mesting of the CdiforniaPostsecondary
Education Commission to order at 8:00 am. He noted that the meeting had received
public notice and was being conducted viatel econference. He said therewas public
access at threelocations: the California Postsecondary Education Commission, Con-
ference Room, 1303 J Street, Suite. 500, Sacramento; OnLinel earning.Net, Confer-
enceRoom, 555 S. Flower Street, Suite. 2880, Los Angeles, and Pecific Gasand Electric
Company, 77 Beale Street, Conference Room 2950, San Francisco. Heasked for a
cal of theroll.

Call of therall

Judy Harder caled theroll and all Commissionerswere present, except Smeby. (Com-
missioners Arkatov and Jhin joined the meeting at 8:08 and 8:10 am., respectively.)
Chair Rodriguez was at the San Francisco site, Commissioner Welinsky at the Los
Angeessite, and Commissioner [zumi at the Sacramento Site.

Meetingquorum
and special guests

Chair Rodriguez announced that there was aquorum for the meeting. He welcomed
and introduced three pecid guestsa so participating inthe meeting viatelephone. They
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were State Senator Jack O’ Connell, Gary Hammerstrom, the Assistant Vice Chancel -
lor Academic Affairsfor the CSU Chancellor’ s Office, and Handel Evans, President of
CSU, Channdl Idandscampus.

Review of the  Chair Rodriguez said the Commission was meeting asacommittee of thewhole. He
Needs Study for  asked Executive Director Warren Fox to explain the purpose of the meeting.
CSU, Channel

|qands Director Fox reported that thismeeting wasbeing held at the request of thecommission-

ers. He said the purposeisto consider, asan action item, the needs analysis study
submitted to the Commission for the proposed CSU Channel Idandscampus. Hesad
thestaff analysisof thisproposa for anew CadiforniaState University Campushad been
heard asan information item at the Commission meeting held October 16thin Fresno.

Also present at the Fresno meeting, Director Fox said, wererepresentativesfrom CSU,
including Channel Iands’ President Evans. Asaresult of that Fresno meeting, the
commissioners el ected to schedule aspecia public meeting to consider thefinal ap-
proval of the Channel 1slandsreport. Director Fox indicated that, once approved, the
Commission action would betransmitted to the L egidature and the Governor. Hesaid
thisaction would also hel p expedite the process of accreditation being sought for the
campusfrom the Western Association of Schoolsand Colleges (WASC). Hesaid that,
should the Commission approvethe proposal today, WA SC could be notified immedi-
ately of that important action. He asked Commission staff member Beth Grayhill to
present an overview of thereport’ sfindings.

Ms. Grayhill reported that CSU submitted aproposal for afull-service Channed Idands
campusin VenturaCounty. Shesaiditwill offer lower division, upper division, and
graduate educationd services. Shesaidit will operateintandem with CSU Northridge
VenturaCenter asthat existing facility is phased out, probably around 2005 or 2006.

She said the Channel Islands campuswill openin 2002 with about 13,020 full time
equivalent sudents, and will admititsfirst freshmenin 2003. 1t will haveamaster-plan
ceiling of 15,000 full time students. She said the student enrollment projectionshave
been approved by the Department of Finance and that Commission staff concurs.

Ms. Grayhill said that the academic programs discussed at the October Commission
meeting reflect educationa and labor-market needs of theregion. Thecapita costsare
projected to be approximately $112 million through 2011, with on-going support cost
of at least $21.4 million during thefirst four years. She said staff has concluded that the
proposed campuswill help meet statewide and loca enrollment demand, will servethe
community and foster acollege-going culturein the area, devel op an academic master
planthat isresponsiveto regional and education labor market needs, and provide cost
savingsthrough the adaptive re-use of buildings and the use of non-state resources.

Ms. Graybill said that, based on thesefindings, staff recommend that CaliforniaState
University, Channel |ands should be authorized asthe 23 campus of the California
State University System. She said staff was also recommending that CSU provide:

+ By March 2001, atimetablefor WA SC accreditation of the Channel 1dandscampus,
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+ A copy of the CSU Northridge V entura Center and CSU Channel 1dand transition
plan; and

+ A copy of theacademic magter planfor thefull-service CSU Channd Idandscampus.

Motiontoapprove
theCSU, Channel
I landspr oposal

Director Fox said the overview of the staff needs assessment on CSU Channel Idands
campuswas concluded. Herecommended that it would be appropriate for Commis-
sioner Carol Chandler, who chairsthe Educational Policy and Programs Committee, to
make amotion contai ning the conditions set forth in the staff presentation. Following
such amotion, it would be appropriate to have adiscussion among commission mem-
bers and take public comment.

Chair Rodriguez agreed and called upon Commissioner Chandler.
Commission Chandler madethefollowing motion:

In recognition of the Commission’ sdesireto facilitate and expedite the ac-
creditation process of the proposed California State University Channel |s-
lands campus, the Commission shdl immediately advisethe Governor, Legis-
lature, and the public that the State authorize the devel opment of California
State University Channel Idands asthe 23 campus of the California State
University. Also, that the CSU bedirected to provide: (A) by March 2001, a
timetablefor obtai ning Western Association of Schoolsand Collegesaccredi-
tation for this campus; (B) acopy of the transition plan approved for the
CdliforniaState University Northridge Ventura Center and CSU Channel Is-
land; and (C) acopy of the campus academic master plan

Commissioner Chandler said her motion aso included that the California State Univer-
sty bedirected to provide the Commission with abriefing and status report in October
2001 on adevelopment of the campus, including its program, finances, entrepreneurial
activities, and itseffort to maintain collaborativerel ationshipswith thelocal community
collegesand the independent ingtitutions.

Chair Rodriguez thanked Commissioner Chandler for her motion. Heacknowledged a
second from Commissioner Schrimp. He opened the floor to discussion and called
upon Senator O’ Connell.

Senator O’ Connell thanked the Commission. He said the CSU Channel Idands cam-
pusiscriticaly important to both the V entura County and the Central Coast region, and
the statewide system of higher education. He cited the Commission’ senrollment pro-
jection of morethan 700,000 additiona studentsby 2010. He said many more students
must be accommodated over the next 10 years and that the new CSU campuswould
be part of the solution.

Senator O’ Connell said that having apublic four-year ingtitution in the areahad been
under discussion for somefour decades and that, until the proposal for thiscampus,
Ventura County had been the largest county in the state without afour-year public
university campus.
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Senator O’ Connell maintained that the CSU Channel Idands campuswould beavery
cost-effective project that would utilize existing resources. Hesaid theuniversd leve of
support expressed for the new campuswas unprecedented inhis 18 yearsinthe Legis-
lature. Support hasbeen forthcoming from community groupsand from both the busi-
ness and the educational sectors. He said that local government — both citiesand the
counties— has come up with incentivesto assi st with financial mechanism needed to
make the new college asuccess. He also cited the strong support for the project from
GovernorsWilsonand Davis. He commended Commission staff for ajob well done.

At theregquest of Commissoner Pesqueira, Channel |dands President Evansdiscussed
ongoing discussionsand efforts between CSU and local community collegestofacilitate
the student transfer process and to addressissues of remedia education. He said there
had been nothing but support from thelocal community college campusesfor the new
CSU facility. Inresponseto Commissioner Jhin, Mr. Evans said those discuss onstoo
areunderway a so with independent institutionsand UC, SantaBarbara.

Vice Chair Arkatov commented that the day’ s proceedings demonstrate that, with co-
operation from the systems and well-done proposals, the Commission is both capable
andwilling torespond intraditiona and nontraditiona fashionin order to best servethe
publicinterest in higher education matters.

Commissioner Schulzecdled thequestion. Chair Rodriguez inquired and no member of
the public asked to comment or speak.

Chair Rodriguez complimented staff on the quality of thereport.

Roll call vote  Chair Rodriguez requested that the vote be recorded by roll call. The motion carried
unanimoudly, with all Commissionerspresent responding, when caledin turn, with an
“aye’ or affirmativevote. Thesewere: Chair Rodriguez and Vice Chair Arkatov; and
Commissioners Chandler, Hanff, 1zumi, Jhin, Lozano, Montoya, Pesqueira, Schrimp,
Schulze, Wdlinsky, and Wilson.

Adjournment  Chair Rodriguez thanked the staff, commissioners, and Senator O’ Connell for their
respective participation in the meeting. Having no further business, he adjourned the
Commissonmeeting at 8:20am.
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